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	Cary Wolfe recently wrote that the radical impact of animal studies (“what makes it not just another flavor of ‘fill in the blank’ studies”) “is that it fundamentally unsettles and reconfigures the question of the knowing subject and the disciplinary paradigms and procedures that take for granted its form and reproduce it.” Wolfe argues that the full force of this field is compromised when “the animal” becomes simply another “object” of study (xxix). 
Ecocriticism is also in the process of defining and differentiating paradigms and methodologies, conditions of knowledge as well as the purposes of such knowledge. We too should focus on our philosophical, disciplinary challenge to the humanities. This means articulating relations with nonhuman nature as clearly, unabashedly, political. To do this, we must draw together theory and science which helps us to think in such terms, to create an “ecocultural materialist” practice from a conjunction of feminisms, cultural materialism, postcolonial studies, Frankfurt Theory, evolutionary biology, ecology, and related sciences and  branches of philosophy. While those hostile to theory tend to treat it as monolithic, there are more and there are less useful theoretical narratives and methodologies, and it is the work of theory to distinguish points along this spectrum as theory is “always already” in cultural work. Ecocriticism is a good faith experiment in two cultures, an experiment undertaken in urgent need; for the most part, we all want the same thing – for cultural analysis to make a social and, as a result, ecological difference in the world. The dichotomy of activism and theory sometimes asserted in the field is false; if the activist goals of ecocriticism are in danger, “theory” is not the culprit (academic institutionalization has its good points, but it also produces texts which purport to be ecocritical while cheerfully damning the project of ecocriticism). 
	Regardless of whether the importance of biodiversity derives from science or “a human commitment to value biological otherness” (Heise), concern for the welfare of ecosystems requires learning more about the lives of the beings which not only inhabit but, in a sense, create them. For this reason, attention to biological work on nonhuman social worlds may intervene in the question of theory and ecocritical practice. Both ecocriticism and biology call the humanist idea of subjectivity into question by asserting the animality of the human. Bringing the best work in these fields together has the potential to truly unsettle and reconfigure by asserting that nonhuman animals are not only agents but knowing – and, in many cases, cultured – subjects. Engaged work in evolutionary biology, ethology, and related disciplines suggests the possibility of a politics of nature through a broader concept of culture, extending and enhancing materialist theoretical approaches.
Nature and other prominent journals have published the findings of dozens of studies demonstrating that many species, including primates, fish, and birds, learn socially and pass on traditions and knowledge. Kevin Laland and Bennett Galef’s recent collection, The Question of Animal Culture, suggests the idea of nonhuman cultures has become too prominent for even the most skeptical laboratory scientists to ignore.​[1]​ As primatologist Frans de Waal has exclaimed, “one cannot escape the impression that it is an idea whose time has comeHeve” (13-14). The emergent field of cultural biology spans several disciplines, and while researchers do not all share the same concept of culture, they recognize the importance of nonhuman social learning and practices. This work demands that ecocriticism rethink what W.C. McGrew calls “the boundaries of multiculturalism” (69). 
Hever This requires that Cheryl Glotfelty’s field-defining expansion of literary theory’s idea of “the world” beyond “the social sphere … to include the entire ecosphere” (xix) be taken a step further. We must not only expand our conception of the world but also of the social. Analyses of human cultural works should consider the context of human and nonhuman cultures. Theoretically, the implications of cultural biology transform the idea of mediation into a living network of reciprocities in which “nature” and “culture” mediate each other as co-creating nonhuman and human cultures. 
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^1	  See the volume for a range of views on the subject.
